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digests of Recent Opinions 





oTICE OF INTENTION — SIG- 
VATURE — While N.J.S. 2A: 
44-72 requires that a notice of 
intention be “signed by or on 
pehalf of the person for whose 
2g penefit it is filed, it does not 
‘@ quire that the signature be 
holographic. 

Ordinarily, and in the case of 
notice of intention, a statutory 
requirement for signing is sat- 
isfied if the signature be typed, 
stamped or printed with the 
intent that such act constitute 
3 signing. 

Typed name of corporation 
held sufficient signing of not- 
ice of intention in instant case. 
The signature on a notice of 
intention may be amended or 
added to under N.J.S. 2A:44-73 
if the amendment can “be 
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Moncseft justly made”. 
1, Nj M@eDizested from an opinion by 
ncis. J A.D. rendered Aug. 6, 


Appellate Div. Loizeaux v. 
For appellant Cuddie 
dson, Jr. (J. T. Mooney on 
f For respondents - 
Spritzer. 
issues involved _ are 
a materialman’s notice 
ition was signed as 
y NJ.S. 2A:44-72 and, 
not. whether plaintiff should 
pve Deen permitted to amend 
nder N.J.S. 2A:44-73. The 
, held the notice was 
R THEM: Properly signed and that it 
be amended. 
. before filing the not- 
f intention, advised defend- 
ners of the property in- 
they were going 





re- 





> nti 






























materials to the con- 

anc 1 would file a not 
NEYS ion. The notice, on 
ION rm concluded ‘‘and the 
rs and address of the 
~wark lose benefit this notice 
2 is as follows: 


1 J. D. Loizeaux Lumber 
Company 

Attorney In 
dress 861 South Avenue 

Plainfield, N. J. 
dold face words were typed 
mainder was part of 
d form. The space for 
ure of the attorney in 
left blank. 
\ primary Purpose of a 
ntention is to inform 
er who has engaged a 


ract 






Sa tor to do work on his 
way that a particular per- 


n is about to provide 
‘actor with materials 
he project. The stat- 
$s @ mandatory re- 
that the notice ‘be 





by or on behalf of the 
ao" for whose benefit it is 
— (@®. The essential considera- 


% 


“3 are accurate identification 
€materialman and authen- 
the information given. 
ve for the mandate to 
ot, as in the case of the 
f Frauds, to safeguard 
n against imposition un- 
gnature on a writing 
the obligation was 
ly and knowingly as- 
he statute does not de- 
2 holographic signature. 
Tily an instrument sat- 
statutory re- 
or signing, even that 
te of Frauds, where 
he interested per- 
1 is printed, stamped 
thereon either 
or by an authorized 
‘ th the intent that such 
‘ CONstitutes a signing and 
ation thereof. On the 
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d that the form was pre- 
y an agent of the corpor- 
ith the intent that the 
n of the corporate name 
» ©Orporation’s signature 
*“ Inadvertently overlooked 










ne 





adding his own name either in 
typing or writing as agent. An 
act of corporate signing was in- 
tended and the typed signature 
was sufficient compliance with 
the statute. The omission of the 
nt’s signature does not render 
inadequate as a _ statutory 





if it were deemed 
compliance with the 
amendable to 
complete or perfect the signa- 
ture. By N.J.S. 24:44-73 the leg- 
islature expressly made a notice 
of intention amendable ‘‘in mat- 
ter of substance as well as form”, 


But even 
insufficient 


statute, it was 





prior to judgment in a mechan- 
ics lien suit, whenever’ the 
amendment ‘can be _ justly 
made”. The purpose of this en- 


actment in 1940 was to alleviate 
he rigid compliance with the 
statutor requirements which 
courts had insisted upon 
previ ously and to bring the prac- 
e on notices of intention in 
with the liberal practice 








theretofore provided and ap- 
proved for amendment of lien 
laims. In the instant case no 
injustice or inequity would be 


101 


1e to defendants by permit- 


ting amendment and the amend- 
ment requested should have 
been granted since it could be 


‘justly made”. 


Appellate Procedure 
Course at Rutgers 





Final registration date for the 
Rutgers School of Law course in 


appellate procedure, preliminary 
requirement for the counsellor 
examination under State Su- 
preme Court Rule 1:21-1 (c), is 
Sept. 1, Dean Lehan K. Tunks of 
the State University law school 
announced today. 

Classes for the 30-week prere- 
quisite for counsellor qualifica- 
tion will be held in Newark on 
Wednesday evenings, with the 
exception of the first class which 


will take place Tuesday, Sept. 
25 

Camden classes will meet 
Thursday evenings except the 


opening class which is scheduled 
for Mon., Sept. 24 and one to be 
held Fri., Nov. 30. 

The course consists of lectures 
on appellate procedure, legal re- 
search, use of research materials, 
brief writing, and oral argument. 
It is supplemented by practice in 
preparation and presentation of 
briefs and oral arguments before 
experienced counsellors of the 
New Jersey Bar. 

Noting that registration may 
be made by mail, Dean Tunks 
urged all who wish to enroll to 
write or call Mrs. Agnes Watt, 
director of admissions for Rut- 
gers Law School, at 53 Washing- 
ton St., here, for registration in- 
formation. 


Menmouth District Court 
Schedule 


Alton V. Evans, pre- 

the Monmouth 
County District Court, has an- 
nounced the following schedule 
for September, commencing Sep- 
tember 5th: 

Trials will be he!d at Part One, 
Asbury Park, on Mondays, Tues- 
days and Thursdays. 

Trials will be held at Part 
Two, Long Branch, on Wednes- 
days and Fridays. 

Jury trials will be held at the 
Court House, Freehold, on Sep- 
tember 17, 18, 19, 24, 25 and 26. 

Motions, tenancies and small 
claims matters will be return- 
able at Asbury Park on Thurs- 
days at 9:30 A.M. and at Long 
Branch on Fridays at 9:30 A.M. 


Judge 
siding judze cf 


Canons of Ethics to be 
Reviewed 


Arrangements have now been 
completed to proceed with the 
first general re-examination of 
the Canons of Ethics of the 
American Bar Association. In a 
report to the Dire of the 
American Foundation, a 
special committee declared: “A 
oroad study is necessary to de- 
termine the suffi of the 
present Canons and to provide 
information for the formulation 


tors 


ar 
al 


"lency 


of changed and additional 
standards which the (prelimin- 
ary) study shows be desir- 
able.” 

The Foundation is under- 
taking the review of the Canons 
at the request of the Board of 
Governors of the Am erican Bar 
Association. No such complete 
re-examination has been made 
since the original Professional 
Canons were ado} 1908. 
The Judicial Canon re adopt- 


practice 
work of 
ng years 
impera- 


ed in 1924. New fields of 
and changes in th 
lawyers in the interver 
have made the revie\ 
tive, the committee 
The first year pr 
ing immediately, 
trate on three topic 








‘am, sStart- 
concen- 
for imme- 








diate consideration: 1) Respon- 
sibilities of lawyers to clients 
(including financial relations, 
custody of clients’ funds, busi- 
ness dealings and commissions 
and rebates) 2) Responsibilities 
to judicial and oth tribunals 
(with special emphasis on prob- 
lems covered by Professional 


statements 
lication, and 


Canon 20, relating t 
by lawyers for pub 


Judicial Canon 35, relating to 
publicizing of courtroom pro- 
ceedings) and 3) Responsibilities 
of a lawyer in the legal depart- 
ment of a corporation 

Superior Court Judge Phil- 
brick McCoy of Los Angeles, 
chairman of the special com- 


mittee directing the Canons 
study, is preparing an explana- 
tory statement which will be re- 
ported more fully 





fully later 


Lawvers' Social Security 
Law Passed 


Legislation extending federal 
Social Security coverage to self- 


employed lawyers has_ been 

passed by Congress 
Congressional approval of the 

bill came less than months 


after the House of Delegates of 
the American Bar Association 
went on record as favoring the 
step. 

On July 20 House and Senate 
conferees reached unanimous 
agreement on differences be- 
tween versions of the bill passed 
by the two houses. Acceptance of 
the conference report in the final 
days of the session was expected. 
Although the Administration had 
opposed some of principal 
features of the bill, also was 
generally expected in Washing- 
ton that it would be signed by 
President Eisenhower 

At the mid-year meeting last 
February the ABA house of Dele- 
gates approved, by a vote of 100 
to 25, the extension of Social 
Security to self-employed law- 
yers on a mandatory basis. Pre- 
viously it had favored the exten- 
sion on a voluntary, or elective 
basis. However, the administra- 
tion opposed that method on the 
ground it was administratively 
unfeasible. The Social Security 
bill is separate and distinct from 
the pending Jenkins-Keogh leg- 
islation, also favored by the ABA, 
which would enable lawyers and 
other self-employed to set up 
retirement programs through in- 
come tax-deductible payments 
into an individual pension fund. 
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1. On Jan. 1, 1955, John, upon ; 


his engagement to Mary, gave 
her a diamond engagement ring. 
On her birthday, May 1, 1955, he 
gave her a dinner ring, contain- 
ing rubies and pearls. On June 
1, 1955, John and Mary had a 
violent quarrel. John - said, 
“Mary, I think it best that we 
call it off.” Mary said nothing. 
Thereafter, John demanded that 
Mary return the engagement 
ring and the dinner ring, but 
Mary refused. John brought re- 
plevin against Mary to recover 
the rings. Mary defended on the 
grounds (1) that the rings were 
a gift to her and (2) that by 
statute in N. J. no action can be 
brought arising from an alleged 
breach of promise to marry. 

Decide the case, ruling on each 
defense. 

2. On Wed., Feb. 1, 1956, B 
wrote S, “I will pay you $200 for 
the wedding dress you are cur- 
rently displaying in your shop 
window if you will promise me 
by Sat., Feb. 4, to deliver the 
dress to my daughter, D, in time 
for her wedding on Tues., Feb. 
7. My daughter lives with me 
and you should deliver the dress 
to my home.” 











Senatorial Precedent 
Established in Bigelow 
Confirmation 


Two precedents in Senatorial 
procedure were established in 
the proceedings culminating in 
the confirmation of the appoint- 
ment of former Judge John O. 
Bigelow to the Board of Gov- 
ernors of Rutgers University. 
The proceedings, which in them- 
selves were probably unprece- 
dented in the amount of atten- 
tion—public, political and leg- 
islative—given to consideration 
of a nomination submitted for 
confirmation, established the 
first Senatorial precedent on July 
30 when the Judiciary Commit- 
tee placed the nomination on 
the floor of the Senate for an 
“advisory vote’ without releas- 
ing or reporting the nomination 
out for action by the Senate. 
The second precedent was es- 
tablished when the committee 
held a public interview of Bige- 
low at the special session of the 
Senate called for consideration 
of the nomination on August 
2nd. 

The nomination was ultimate- 
ly reported out by the committee 
without recommendation at the 
second special session, held last 
week, and was confirmed by a 
vote of 13 to 4. 


Judge Advocate's School 
Accepting Students 


Members of the bar and law 
students who have reserve com- 
missions in the Army, irrespec- 
tive of the branch of their com- 
mission are eligible to attend 
the Judge Advocate General’s 
School which will start on Sep- 
tember 18th at Kearny Ship- 
yards. 

The classes will meet twice a 
month in the early evening. Stu- 
dents will be eligible to receive 
pay for attended classes, and 
will receive points towards re- 
tirement. 

Information as to the program 
may be attained by writing or 
calling USAR School, N. J. Mili- 
tary District, Kearny Shipyards, 
Kearny, N. J. (Market 4-3800) or 
Lt. Colonel Bernard Verney, 1060 
Broad Street, Newark, N. J. 
(Market 2-4390). 


S delivered the dress to D on 
Fri., Feb. 3. B learned of the de- 
livery a few hours after it was 
made. 

On Mon., Feb. 6, S wrote B, 
“Pursuant to your letter, I here- 
by promise to deliver the dress 
to D prior to Tues., Feb. 7. As a 
matier of fact, I have already 
made delivery.” 

B received this letter on the 
afternoon of Mon., Feb. 6. 

On Mon. night, Feb. 6, D’s 
fiance was accidentally killed. 

On Wed., Feb. 8, offered to 
return the dress to S. B explain- 
ed to C that no wedding had 
taken place. S refused to take 
the dress and promptly sent a 
bill to B for $200. B refused to 
pay. S sued B for $200 in the Es- 
sex County District Court. De- 
cide the case. 

3. On Feb. 1, 1955, X Bus Co. 
permitted Super Cigarette Ser- 
vice to install a cigarette vend- 
ing machine in the waiting room 
of X Bus Co. in Hope, N. J. under 
an oral agreement that Super 
would pay X Bus Co. a commis- 
sion of 15% on cigarette sales 
monthly. Thereafter, Super paid 
the 15% commission to X Bus 
Co. monthly until Oct. 1, 1955, 
when Super asked X Bus Co. for 
periuission to install a second 
machine. X Bus Co. consented 
on payment of $50 by Super. At 
the same time, on Oct. 1, 1955, 
Super and X Bus Co. entered 
into a written agreement cov- 
ering both machines for 1 year 
rom that date providing that 
“as a further consideration for 
this letting, Super agrees to pay 
monthly to X Bus Co. all com- 
missions for sales of cigarettes 
through said machines.” 

Subsequently, Super refused to 
pay any further commissions, 
and X Bus Co. sued Super for 
15% of the amount received 
from cigarette sales. Super de- 
fended on the ground that the 
written agreement did not state 
the rate of commission. X Bus 
Co. thereupon offered evidence 
that there was an oral agree- 
ment between the parties on 
Oct. 1, 1955, when the written 
agreement was signed, that the 
existing rate of 15% commission 
on the first machine would ap- 
ply to both machines. Over Su- 
per’s timely objection, this evi- 
dence was admitted. 

Was this ruling correct? 

4. S was an importer of tulip 
bulbs. B was a florist who raised 
flowers for retail sale and who 
had purchased bulbs from S for 
many years. In June, 1955, S 
notified B that he was again 
able to import bulbs of the var- 
iety desired by B and that he 
(S) believed them to be of stand- 
ard quality, but could not be 
sure. B, nevertheless, immedi- 
ately ordered 10,000 bulbs from 
S. On June 15, 1955, they signed 
a contract, which provided that 
S gave “no warranty, express or 
implied, as to description, qual- 
ity, productiveness or any other 
matter” as to the bulbs ordered. 
The contract further provided 
that title to the bulbs was to 
pass to B on delivery, on Sept. 
1, 1955, and that payment of the 
purchase price, $1,000, was to 
be made in equal installments of 
$500 each on Aug. 1 and Sept. 1, 
1955. It further provided that 
the entire purchase price should 
become due and payable on re- 
fusal to accept delivery or to 
make any payment provided for. 
On July 1, 1955, B learned from 
one of S’s employees that a ship- 
ment of 10,000 bulbs had come 


(Continued on page 3, col. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS’ |. ° 


PRACTICE—AIl matters in con-; counterclaimed for reformation 
troversy, whether equitable or! of the policy to eliminate the 
legal in nature, should, where | disability payment provision, on 
possible be determined by the) the ground of mutual mistake 
court which first properly ob-| or, alternatively, mistake on its 
tains jurisdiction over the sub-| part and fraud on plaintiff’s. 
ject matter. |The pretrial order provided that 

—R.R. 4:41-3 does not require a| Since the issues under the coun- 
transfer of an action from the terclaim sounded in equity, they 
Law Division to the Chancery Should be tried by the court 


Division though the only is-| Without a jury. Such a trial was 
had resulting in a judgment dis- 


sues remaining in controversy 

are equitable. missing the counterclaim and 
INSURANCE — REFORMATION @Warding plaintiff recovery of 

Reformation. of an insur- the disability benefits less a sum 

ance policy will be granted representing the deficiency in 

where there is mutual mistake | PFe™ums, with interest, found 
or a mistake on the part of properly due defendant. 

one party accompanied by 

fraud or inequitable conduct 

of the other party. 

—Reformation granted to re- 
move rider mistakenly attach- 
ed providing for disability in- 
come payments where such 
benefits were not applied for 
and premiums therefor were 
never charged or paid. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, SJ.A.D. rendered 
July 27, 1956. Appellate Div. 
Stamen v. Metropolitan. For ap- 
pellant—Nicholas Conover Eng- 
lish (McCarter, English & Stu- 
der, attys.). For respondent— 
Harry Schaffer (Louis M. Drazin, 
atty.). 

Plaintiff sued to recover 
monthly disability benefits un-| 
der a life insurance policy is- 
sued by defendant. Defendant 





The policy was issued origin- 
ally in 1920 as an “endowment at 
age 85” policy. Neither the ap- 
plication for the policy nor the 
policy contained any request for 
disability benefits—either waiver 
of premiums or payment of in- 
come. Five years later, in 1935, 
plaintiff applied to defendant to 
change the policy from “Endow- 
ment Age 85” to “Endowment 
Age 85 Disability Provision Waiv- 
er of Premium only, the rewrit- 
ten policy to bear original date” 
and surrendered the policy for 
appropriate action. The defend- 
ant acceded to the request, in- 
creased the premium by $3.60 
and returned the policy with a 
rider form 1088 attached pro- 
viding only for waiver of pre- 
miums in the event of total dis- 
ability. Thereafter, in 1941, 
plaintiff signed another appli- 
cation to change the policy, this 
time to change it from “Endow- 
ment at Age 85 with disability 
waiver” to “Whole Life with Dis- 
ability Waiver, the rewritten 
policy to bear original date,” and 
again surrendered the policy for 
appropriate change. Defendant 
again acquiesed in the change, 
|reduced the annual premium by 
$10.30, and ordered a new policy 
'on the whole life plan with a 
1088 rider prepared. A clerk in 
the policy division, however, er- 
roneously attached a form 988 to 
the new policy instead of the 
1088 as instructed, and this new 
policy with the 988 rider was 
|}sent to plaintiff. The 988 form 
|provides for not only waiver of 
{premiums but also monthly in- 
;}come in the event of total and 
permanent disability. The inclu- 
sion of the 988 form was clearly 
a mistake on the part of de- 
fendant’s employee. 


It is undisputed that plaintiff 
'never paid any premium for 
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latest rate 
per annum 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 
Philip Klein, President , 
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Fiduciary and Court Bonds 
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Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 
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Loss of Life 
Liability 
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* Professional Disability Plan 
* Life Plan (includes employees) | 
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JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 


MARKET 3-3086 

















monthly income in addition to 


waiver of premium benefits. Nor 
is it disputed that it was not un- 
til Nov. 1953 that plaintiff first 


written policy contained a 
monthly income rider nor that 
defendant had no copy of the 
policy. Plaintiff testified that he 
spoke to the agent originally 
about a policy with waiver of 
premiums and monthly benefits 
in case of total disability and 
that he thought he had this all 
along. He admitted having ex- 
amined each of the policies. His 
answers to most questions, par- 
ticularly on cross-examination 
were “I don’t recall” or “I don’t 
remember”. Plaintiff had three 
other policies with defendant 
which, like the one in suit, orig- 
inally had no disability benefits 
or waivers. In each of these he 
also requested, and received, by 
the attaching of Form 1088, 
waiver of premiums but he did 
not request and did not receive 
monthly income provisions. He 
had another policy in the Pru- 
dential in which he applied for 
and received accidental death 
benefits and disability income. 
Held: It is suggested that in 
administering R.R. 4:41-3 the 
Law Division Judge should have 
on his own motion, transferred 
the action to the Chancery Divi- 
sion since the only issues were 
equitable and should have been 
tried before a judge who was a 
specialist in equity matters. It 
is fully settled, however, that the 
Constitution of 1947 provides 
generally for the expeditious 
handling of all matters in con- 
troversy at one time and place, 
and requires, where possible, 
complete determination of a 
controversy by the court which 
first properly obtains jurisdic- 
tion over the subject matter. 
Equity will grant reformation 
of an insurance policy where 
there is mutual mistake or 
where a mistake on the part of 
one party is accompanied by 
fraud or other unconscionable 
|}conduct of the other party. 
| R.R. 1:5-4 (h) and 2:5 author- 
ize an appellate court on a re- 
view of a civil cause involving 
issues of fact not determined by 
a jury, to make new and amend- 
ed findings of fact, due regard 
|being given to the opportunity 
of the trial court to judge the 
credibility of the witnesses. 
Plaintiff’s testimony was vague, 
insubstantial and unconvincing. 
He was the only witness in de- 
fense of the counterclaim. On 
the other hand the applications 
made by plaintiff, the other writ- 
ten evidence and the evidence of 
defendant’s mistake are clear 
and convincing. The court agrees 








Essex Bar Raps Delay on 
Bigelow 


The Essex County Bar Associ- 
ation, at a special meeting held 
last Thursday while the Senate 
was holding its special session 
which ultimately resulted in the 
confirmation of the appoint- 
ment of John O. Bigelow to the 
Rutgers Board of Governors, 
gave an overwhelming vote of 
confidence to former Judge Big- 
elow and at the same time 
criticized the action of the mem- 
bers of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee who had withheld 
submission of the nomination to 
the senate. The criticism of the 
Senate Committee’s action was 
contained in a report submitted 
by a special committee of the 
Bar association which had been 
appointed to study the matter. 

Approval of the report, which 
was published in part in last 
week’s issue of the Law Journal 
and the vote of confidence were 
contained in a resolution adopt- 
ed virtually without opposition 
by the more than 200 members 
present. 

Opposition to the resolution 
as submitted was voiced by 
James F. X. O’Brien and Charles 
C. Trelease. Sreaking in favor of 
it were Richard L. Amster, 
Josiah Stryker, Jerome C. Eisen- 
berg and Israel B. Greene. 


notified defendant that the re-| 
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ADMIRALTY — INDEMNITY 


Libellant, a stevedore, and an 
employee of Nacirema, was in- 
jured while participating in un- 
loading lumber from the vessel 
Joachim Hendrik Fisser, while it 
was lying in navigable waters at 
a pier in Port Newark. His in- 
juries were caused when part of 
a topping lift on the ship broke 
causing the head of a boom and 
the topping lift blocks to fall 
upon him. The boom, topping 
lift and winch which provided 
the operating power were part 
of the vessel and had been rig- 
ged by the vessels crew. Prior to 
use, however, co-employees of 
libellant had altered the posi- 
tion of the boom and of its fast- 
enings. The winch was at the 
time being operated by another 
employee of Nacirema. The 
winch had an automatic shut off 
in the event of a burden being 
placed upon it beyond its setting. 
The winch at the time in ques- 
tion was apparently set to auto- 
matically shut off at 6 tons of 
resistance. The topping lift how- 
ever had a safe load maximum 
of 3 tons. The evidence indicated 
and the court finds that Nacir- 
ema’s employees were at the 
time engaged in removing two 
timbers from the hold through a 
hatch. One timber was not in 
the open area of the hatch and 
that timber, in the attempt to 
remove it. became jammed 
against the edge of the hatch 
opening blocking its further 
movement. The continued ap- 








with defendant that the only 
competent source of plaintiff's 
intention is to be found in his 
successive written applications 
for insurance. These show he 
never asked for monthly disabil- 
ity income and that he first ask- 
ed for waiver of premiums 5 
years after the policy was writ- 
ten. He repeated the request for 
disability waiver only in 1941. 
He had the policies for over 11 
years with no income benefit 
provisions. He never manifested 
an intent to secure monthly in- 
come benefits and never paid 
the premium for such benefits. 
Plaintiff looked at and retained 
each policy. He remained silent 
from 1941 until 1953 and now at- 
tempts to explain that silence 
by stating he “understood” “was 
under the impression” or “as- 
sumed” that he had a policy 
with monthly disability benefits 
from the start. Plaintiff’s credi- 
bility was successfully attacked 
and effiectively destroyed be- 
cause it was in complete conflict 
with his written applications 
and is irreconcilable with the 
course he pursued with refer- 
ence to his other policies. 


Plaintiff never applied for a 
policy providing for disability 
income and never requested a 
change to achieve that end. De- 
fendant has clearly and con- 
vincingly established a case for 
reformation based upon mutual 
mistake, or at least mistake on 
the part of defendant accom- 
panied by inequitable conduct of 
plaintiff. 

Reversed. 


plication of power throug; » 
winch, with the timber so }), 
ed, imposed an excessive s;. 
on the topping lift causing ;, 
break and the boom to fa]! 
Libellant sued the vesse ;, 
his injuries and the vesse] » 
pleaded Nacirema. 7 
Held: It is elementary :;;, 
the vessel owed libellan: « 
non-delegable obligation of », 
worthiness. This obligation . 
quired that the vessel ang , 
equipment be reasonably 4; ;, 
the use for which it was i 
ed. On the facts found, tr 
ting of the winch cut-off 
at the time it was turnec 
libellant’s fellow-employee 
too high and rendered : 
spondent vessel  unse 
and therefore liable to | 
However, it is also found tiimpver ¢ 
the efforts of Nacirema’s -:fte fo! 
ployees to remove the tim 
and its jamming agains: 
hatch edge as well as the 
of position of the boom 
cirema’s employees crs 
load on the topping lift 
in excess of its safe 
load. It is concluded t 






































negligence of Nacirema 
handling of the gear and 

Nacirema owed the ve 
her owners the duty 
care in her unloading. In 
over is recoverable when 
the employer’s negligen 
the “sole” “active” or “‘p 
cause of the accident. " 
sence of a formal 
indemnity does not bar 
nity. Nacirema’s ne 
brought into play the 
worthy condition of the 
The vessel is entitled t 
nity from Nacirema for t! 
ages awarded to libellant 
the vessel. 

Opinion filed June 27 by W 
endyke, J. in Crumody 
im Hendrik Fisser and N:z 
Operating Co. Civil +1-54 
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from abroad on that day, and 
3, S waS preparing to deliver 
hom to B, but that they were 
-ajler in size and poorer in 
than S had ever received 
e, On Aug. 1, B refused S’s 
nd for payment of $500 due 
he contract, and, on Sept 
sed to accept delivery of 
lbs or to pay S anything 
e S that he would bring 
yn against him for breach 
ract, Since he, B, would 
ble to supply his retail 
ith tulip plants which he 
d already contracted to 
m, in reliance upon hi 
t with S. 


are the 

















rights of the 
a) On June 1, 1956, Peter 
sued David Dirk to 
balance of $1,000 due on 
llowing instrument: “Feb 
1955. One year after date we 
gmise to pay to the order of 
er Porter $2,000. 
signed) David Dirk, Pres. 
signed) Donald Dirk, Sec. 
& Treas.” 
he defendants were officers of 
P Ity Co. The instrument 
ns secured by a mortgage ex- 
yied by Mack Realty Co. on a 
ling in Trenton, N. J. A 
yment of $1,000 was made to 
ter Porter by check of Mack 
ealty Co. on May 1, 1956. This 
ras brought to recover the 
of $1,000. The defend- 
fled an answer denying 
iity. At the trial, they of- 
to show that, at the time 
e was signed and deliv- 
t was the intent of the 
that only Mack Realty 
to be bound. This evi- 
ce was excluded, and there 
3a judgment for the plain- 
othe se 
0 If Peter Porter sued Mack 
y Co. on this note, would 
Ity Co. be liable on the 


re- 














































tiff, John Holden, sues 
er the amount of this 





arch 1, 1950. Six years after 
*¢ I promise to pay to the or- 
'of Paul Piper and Mary Pip- 
$1,000. (Signed Max Morris.” 
Morris had made and deliver- 
this note to the payees, who 
husband and wife. Paul 
d died testate in N. J. 
1, 1953, and the Clay 
ust Company was the ex- 
of his estate. Mary Piper 
iorsed this note without 
ion as follows: 
) John Holden on condi- 
passes his bar examina- 
0. (Signed) Mary Piper.”’ 
At the time of suit, John Hol- 








Attorneys Exam 


den had not yet passed his bar 
examination. 
The defendant, Max Morris, 


moved to dismiss the suit on the 
ground that Holden was not 
entitled to bring this action at 
this time because (a) the en- 
dorsement by Mary Piper alone 
was not sufficient to transfer 
title to the note; and (b) the 
conditional endorsement  pre- 
cludes Holden from suing on the 


note until the condition has 
been fulfilled. 
Decide the motion. 


7. (a) D, owner of an attrac- 
house, with a large lawn, 
intending to make an around- 
the-world cruise, leased his 
property to P, for one year for 
the sum of $2,000. P observed to 


tive 


D that the lawn would need a 
lot of attention, whereupon D 
told P that he had a power 
mower which P could use and 


for the use of which P agreed to 
pay D $25. When P examined 
he mower, he pointed out to D 
that the gas tank seemed to 
have sprung a leak, but D told 


P that it had been used in that 
-ondition for two years and no 
1arm had come of it. Later, 





uy 
W 


ile P was using the mower, it 
exploded and badly injured P. 


P filed suit against D for dam- 
izes, and, on the above facts, D 
moved for dismissal of the suit. 
The motion was denied. At the 
trial, a verdict was returned for 
P. From refusal of the motion, 


D appealed. Decide the appeal. 
W, a wholesale fur coat 
pursuant to the custom 
of the trade, delivered to R, a 
retailer, six expensive mink 
coats, so that R could show them 
to a rich customer, and from 
which the customer could make 
her selection. The arrangement 
was that if R sold such coats, he 
was to pay W his wholesale price 
and keep the difference between 
that price and what R received 
from the sale as his profit. D, R’s 
truck driver, on his way to the 
customer’s home, stopped the 
truck because of a flat tire. 
While D was at a near-by ser- 
vice station for aid to repair the 
a thief stole the six 
mink coats from the truck. When 
R was unable to return the six 
‘oats to W, and refused to pay 
W their wholesale value, W 
brought suit against R for their 
wholesale value. Decide the case. 

8. (a) A partnership composed 
of Allen, Baker and Curran en- 
gaged in the embroidery busi- 
ness in N. J. under the firm name 
of Ace Embroideries Co. On May 
1, 1956, Mary Baker, the wife of 
one of the partners, while work- 
ing as a member for the part- 
nership, was injured in an acci- 


(b) 


dealer, 


tire, 
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dent arising out of and during 
the course of her employment. 
Is the partnership liable to her 
under the N. J. Workmen’s 
Compensation Law? 

(b) Allen, another of the part- 
ners, borrowed $5,000 from his 
wife, Jane Allen, on his repre- 
sentation that he was borrowing 


the money for firm needs, giving 
her a note for $5,000 signed in 
the firm name, “Ace Embroid- 
eries Co., By John Allen, Part- 
ner’, and also a chattel mort- 
gage covering one of the firm’s 
embroidery machines as secur- 
ity for payment of the note, 
which mortgage was similarly 
executed. Baker and Curran 
knew nothing about the note 


and mortgage until Jane started 





to foreclose the mortgage for 
non-payment of the note, join- 
ing Allen, Baker and Curran, 
trading as Ace Embroideries Co.. 
as defendants. Allen had used 
the $5,000 borrowed from his 
wife to cover his previous theft 
of that amount the firm, 


of which fact Jane All 
norant. 


en was ig- 


this fore- 
closure action? 


9. X Co., a N. J. corporation, 
was hopelessly solvent. Its 
sole stockholders and officers 


were M, N and O 
only persons aware 
ency. X Co. continue 


) were the 
f X’s insolv- 
to do bus- 


In order to salvag 
could, M, N and O, a: 
on Dec. 1, 1955, sold the assets 
of X Co. for a valuable consid- 
eration, to B. B was unaware of 
X’s insolvency and acted in good 
faith. 

M, N and O used the proceeds 
of the sale to pay themselves 
their back salaries from X 
Co. 

On May 1, 1956, C, a creditor 
of X Co., learned these facts and 
sued X Co., B, M, N and O to set 
aside the sale to B, as being in 
fraud of X’s creditors and to 
order M, N and O to repay B the 
money they had received from 
him. Decide the case 

10. The Midland Construction 
Co. entered into a contract with 
the City of Newark for certain 
street repairs for $250,000. The 
contract provided that repairs 
were to be made with a concrete 
base of limestone and should be 
completed by June 1. The XYZ 
Bonding Co. entered into a bond 
with the City for $250,000 for the 
faithful performance of the con- 
tract. 

After the work commenced, it 
was determined limestone 
was difficult to obtain and that 
gravel was readily obtainable at 
10c a yard less. The City, to ex- 
pedite the street repairs, agreed 
that Midland could make the 
substitution, which was done. 
Later, after a period of bad 
weather, it appeared that Mid- 
land could not complete the 
contract by June whereupon 
the City agreed to extend the 
completion date until July 1. On 
July 1, Midland notified the City 
that it would be unable to com- 
plete the contract because of 
financial difficulties and left the 
job uncompleted. 

The City, after completing the 
work, brought suit against Mid- 
land and the XYZ Co. on their 
performance bond. XYZ Co. de- 
fended upon the ground that 
it was released from any obliga- 
tion under the bond by opera- 
tion of law. 

Decide the case. 

11. (a) On Jan. 10, 1956, in 
Newark, N. J., B bought a refrig- 
erator from S for $300 on a writ- 
ten conditional bill of sale signed 
by B and S, which provided for 
monthly payments of $30 begin- 
ning Feb. 1, 1956, with a provi- 
sion that if any payment was 
not made when due, the full un- 
paid balance should become im- 
mediately payable without not- 
ice. On Jan. 20, 1956, before B 
had made any payment, the re- 
frigerator in B’s apartment was 
destroyed by fire without B’s 
fault. B carried no fire insurance. 


at they 
lrectors, 






aue 
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State Bar to Study Tax Legislation 


The New Jersey State Bar As- 
sociation will continue its study 
of state and federal tax legisla- 
tion ta_determine possible rec- 
ommendations, it was indicated 
today with announcement of the 
appointment of two committees 
on the subject by Robert S. 
Snevily of Wesffield, Association 
president. 

The committees will study 
changes and trends in both fed- 
eral and state tax laws, submit- 
ting reports to the Associatign 
later this year. Mr. Snevily 
pointed out that, since the legal 
profession is often called upon 
to interpret tax regulations to 
the public, the work of the two 
committees in keeping attorneys 
up to date on the subject will be 
an important contribution to the 
welfare of individual taxpayers. 

Benjamin M. Taub of Passaic 
was appointed chairman of the 
committee on state taxation. Its 
members include Albert H. 
Kreamer of Paterson, A. Jerome 
Moore, Amel Stark, and R. James 
Stewart, Jr., of Trenton; Augus- 
tus Nasmith of Hoboken, D. Jo- 
seph Novaria of Vineland, Sam- 
uel S. Saiber and Maurice Scha- 
pira of Newark, Laurence C. 
Stamelman of Long Branch, and 
George A. Streitz of Pitman. 
Theodore J. Labrecque of Red 
Bank, a member of the Associa- 
tion’s board of trustees, 
serve ex-officio. 

David Beck of Newark was re- 





appointed chairman of the com- 
mittee on federal taxation. 
Members are Robert V. Carlton 
of Asbury Park, Horace J. Farlee 
of Trenton, Martin E. Kesten- 
baum of Plainfield, Joseph J. 
Seaman of Perth Amboy, Philip 
G. Steel of Camden, and Herbert 
M. Gannet, J. Arthur Goldberg, 
Harold Kamens, Norman  E. 
Schlesinger, Samuel S. Starr and 
Milton H. Stern, all of Newark. 
Hugh C. Spernow of Paterson, 
an Association trustee, will serve 
ex-officio. 





Bill To Ban Jury ‘Bugging’ 
Signed 

Washington, D. C. (ACCN)— 
Eavesdropping on a federal jury 
became a criminal offense under 
a bill which President Eisenhow- 
er signed Aug. 3. The new law, 
requested by the justice depart- 
ment, imposes a possible $1,000 
fine and one year imprisonment 
for recording, listening to, or ob- 
serving the deliberations of a 
U. S. grand or petit jury. 

The measure’s passage by con- 
gress resulted from unfavorable 
reaction to the wire recording by 
Ford foundation researchers of 
the proceedings of a federal Dis- 
trict court jury in Wichita, Kan. 
The researchers had the permis- 








will sion of the trial judge but their 
activity was unknown to the 
jurors. 
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Confusion Of Congressional Intent 

letter to ‘the New York Times (June 17, 1956), 
Representative Celler (D. N.Y.) directed attention to a problem of 
some concern generated by the introduction of a number of bills 
in Congress aimed at the enactment of fixed rules of construction 
of statutes as binding limitations on the Supreme Court. 

The principle of enacting basic guides to the construction of 
statutes has had a long and usually honorable history. As a means 
for reaucing errors of communication and of more clearly ex- 
oneent ng legislative intent, such enaciments can be extremely 
usefui Our own “Statute on Statutes” (now in R.S. 1) is a case 
in point. 

But the task of 
fathoming it on the other, is by no means easy. 
accomplished in an air of mutual and sincere 
problems of the other branch of government, so 


In a recent 


one hand and of 
The goal is best 
concern for the 
as to arrive at 


expressing intent on the 


sensible results that cannot genuinely be considered matters of 
surprise. 
Vhile courts and legislatures have no doubt failed from time 


to time in the performance of their proper function, Representa- 
tive Celler is concerned that the present rash of bills is the product 
of emotion and pique rather than of reason. And he seems to be 
quite correct. 

The questioned bills cover a broad ground. One group is aimed 
at limiting the term of service of the Justices, or to establish 

rerequisites to appointment. Another would withdraw maiters 

affecting schools and education from the jurisdiction of the Court. 
And still another would make it a general rule that no Federal law 
should be deemed to preempt a subject field unless said so 
expressly. 

Some of these efforts are plainly beyond the power of Con- 
¢ they infringe upon Constitutional directions. Others 
while within the legislative power, are unwise. A good example 
is the group of bills dealing with the preemption of fields. At least 
four bills (H.R. 3, 11413, 11592 and 11809) in identical language, 
have teen introduced for this purpose. One of these, H.R. 3, was 
amended in the Judiciary Committee to limit the objective to 
sedition laws, and is now identical with a fifth bill, H.R. 11341. 
ng bills would say, in effect, that it is the intent of 
that no previous Congress ever intended, and 
intend, to preempt a field unless it 
that past Congresses can no 
to be a matter of any con- 


gress :or 


he reniaini 
the present Congress 
no future Congress shall ever 
$2 says so expressly. The fact 


r speak for themselves seems not 





obje ctive of requiring explicit indication of 
field should be considered desirable it 
ly sought only by simultaneously enacting ex- 
hose laws in which the intention is that the 
empied—and this is no light matter. Otherwise 
opened to more than 48 separate laws relating 
. New rare case, 91 U.S. 656, 661 (1876)), or for 
tents (c.f. Woollen v. Banker, 2 Flipp. 33 (1877)), 
(c.f. Crandall v. Nevada, 6 Wall. 35 (1868)), or 
ate and foreign commerce (c.f. Lottery Case, 188 
and Robbins v. Shelby, etc., 120 U.S. 489, 493 


even 1f the 


preempt a 


But 


to p 






es not accompanied by a statute-by- 
ion of intent as to each, would be chaotic 
art wit h more difficult problems of con- 
olve. The question whether a field 
Ss by no means a simple problem of 
ather one which calls for careful study in 


res 








whether the general good will best be served by pre- 

or by concurrence of power. In some cases, as for example 

¢ coining of money, the making of treaties, and the like. con- 
current power is barred - the Constitution itsel f. In others, such 


. national defense and national security, 
lik » pee eemption ‘seems by far the better course. 

It is i. be hoped that the Congress will act with caution and 
eration so as not, in the to express one intent, to un- 


nally express another. 


Q¢ - € > ha kr + 
as post — bankruptc 
and the 






delit effort 


intentio 











ing the committee of raising a 
question of Bigelow’s fitness for 
the post on the ground that he 
had represented a certain client 
in his capacity as a lawyer. The 
resolution was adopted by a vote 
of 25 to 1, the sole objector giving 
as his ground that he could not 
vote on the merits of an issue 
on which he had only unverified 
reports. 


Union Bar Condemns 
Senate on Bigelow 


The Union County Bar Associ- 
ation, at a special meeting held 
while the Senate was itself in 
special session to consider the 
nomination of former Judge 
Bigelow to the Board of Govern- 
ors of Rutgers University, adopt- 
ed a resolution terming the Sen- 
ate Judiciary Committee’s ac- 
tion in the matter “an infringe- 
ment of the freedom of lawyers 
to represent accused persons in 
accordance with the Canons of 
Professional Ethics” and accus- 


At the same session, the group 
also adopted a motion urging 
the Senate to confirm Bigelow 
but by the time the motion was 
acted upon the Senate had al- 
ready approved the appointment. 
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Pa. Bar Presses for 


Judicial Reform 
Harrisburg (ACCN) — A con- 
certed drive for passage by the 
1957 legislature of the reform- 
type “Pennsylvania Plan” for 
selecting judges has been an- 
nounced by the Pennsylvania 
Bar Assn. 

Under the plan judges would 
be selected for a one-year trial 
period by a nonpartisan judicial 
committee composed of three at- 
torneys, one judge and three 
citizens appointed by the gov- 
ernor. 

A special bur group, headed by 
Langdon W. Harris Jr., Philadel- 
phia attorney, is pvolling some 
500 legislative candidates in this 
fall’s election on their position 
as to the plan. 

Harris describe : the plan as 
intended to keep selection of 
judges ‘free and it of parti- 
san politics.” He noted that it is 
backed by the American and 
Pennsylvania Bar Assn. and 
numerous local county bar 
eroups. 

Earlier versions 
failed to get by 
sessions of the state legislature. 
It is necessary for the reform 
measure to be approved by two 
successive sessions of that body 
and then to be victorious in a 
statewide referendum. 


of the plan 
the last three 


Blaming Society Scored 
by Judge Modarelli 


Los Angeles (ACCN) - It is 
time we halted the trend in so- 
cial and criminal problems of 
placing the blame on society for 
the wrongs of the individual, U. 
S. District Judge Alfred E. Mo- 
darelli of Newark, N. J., told the 
10th annual convention of the 
National Assn. of Claimants’ 
Compensation Attorneys. 

“In one way the attitude of 
blaming society for the faults of 
the individual is humane and 
charitable,” said the judge, ‘‘but 


in another it is costly overin- 
dulgence. In any event, social 


responsibility is taking the place 
of personal responsibility.” 

Discussion of social problems, 
such as waves of crime, juvenile 
delinquency, drug addiction, and 
drunkenness increasingly reveals 
a tendency to acquit the indi- 
vidual of any blame, and to 
place it on society, Judge Mo- 
darelli said. 

“In all these cases, many 
the victims unquestionably are 
more sinned against than sin- 
ning. But it is very doubtful that 
many of them are not without 
some personal responsibility,” he 
asserted. 

“By acquitting 
and placing it on 
something eé we 
strengthen them nor 
others who may be 
do likewise. 

“This is no plea that the pen- 
dulum swing back to the harsh- 


of 


them of blame 
somebody or 
neither 
discourage 
tempted to 


lse 


ness of the past,” the judge 
stated, “but unre should be a 
happy medium. Above all it re- 
quires a revival of the sense of 


personal responsibility.” 


N. Y. Judge Attacks 
Abolition of Juries 


Los Angeles (ACCN) — What 
was termed a “concerted effort 
on the part of some judges to 
abolish the right of trial by 
jury” was denounced by Justice 
Walter R. Hart of the New York 
Supreme court. speaking at a 
luncheon meeting of the Na- 
tional Assn. of Claimants’ Com- 
pensation Attorneys during its 
10th annual convention here. 

Two presiding justices of the 
Avpellate Division of the New 
York Supreme Court, David W. 
Peck and Sidney F. Foster, ar- 
sued in favor of abolishing jury 
trials to speed disposal of crowd- 
ed court calerdars at the recent 
summer convention of the New 
York State Bar Assn. at Saranac 
Inn. N. Y. 
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Bar Foundation Launches 
Projects 


Three important new projects 
of legal research have been 
authorized by the American Bar 
Foundation, at the request of 
committees of the American Bar 
Association. All of the studies 
will be carried on in the Ameri- 
can Bar Center in Chicago, and 
each promises results having 
both current interest and prac- 
tical value to the entire pro- 
fession. 

The new projects are: 

1. A study of the problems of 
unauthorized practice. The im- 
mediate objective is a compila- 
tion of state and local statutes, 
agreements and statements of 
principles between bar associa- 
tions and lay groups, well as 
a compendium of recent com- 
plaints, answers, decrees and 
opinions in unauthorized prac- 
tice cases. This study was re- 
quested by the ABA Committee 
on Unauthorized Practice of the 
Law. A broader program of re- 





as 


search covering other aspects of 
unauthorized practice may be 
undertaken later. 

2. A comparative study of 


American corporation statutes, 
both business and _ non-profit, 
annotated to sections of the 
model acts proposed by the 
Corporate Laws committee of 
the Section of Corporation, 
Banking and Business Law; with 
references to constitutional and 
statutory provisions, bibliogra- 
phy of texts and law review ar- 
ticles, and discussion of leading 
cases. The study will embrace 
provisions of corporation stat- 
utes in the 48 states and the 
District of Columbia. 

3. A survey of judicial and 
administrative procedures in the 
various states in areas relating 
to the mentally ill. This survey 
will embrace institutional com- 
mitment and discharge, guard- 
ianship, and the political and 
property rights of mentally ill 
persons. Its purpose is to as- 
certain whether the rights of 
“life, liberty and property” of 
the mentally ill are adequately 
protected. This is an area in 
which there has been compara- 
tively little independent re- 
search, and the results of the 
study should prove to be of im- 
mediate and direct value to 
practicing lawyers. 

All of these projects are in 
addition to others currently un- 
der way at the American Bar 
Research Center, notably the 
long-range study of the admin- 
istration of criminal justice in 
the U. S., and a review of the 
Canons of Professional and Ju- 
dicial Ethics. 

James F. Spoerri. a Chicago 
lawyer experienced in corporate 
practice, heads a special Foun- 
dation staff to conduct the cor- 
poration laws project. Policy di- 
rection will rest with a Founda- 
tion committee composed of 
George C. Seward, New York: 
Ray Garrett. Chicago. and Paul 
Carrington of Dallas. The survey 
report will constitute an ency- 
clopedia of corporation law from 
the statutory point of view, and 
should be of great value to prac- 
ticing lawyers as well as to law 
schools and groups considering 
state corporation laws revisions. 
Legal departments of corpora- 
tions and law firms have pledged 
financial assistance to inaugur- 
ate the study. the completion of 





which is expected to require 
about four years. 
Announcements 








Edward S. tanton has become 
associated with Chester K. Lig- 
ham of 15-17 Prospect St., East 
Orange. 


Rosk*in has moved 
Commerce St., 


Greham 
his office to 1l 
Newark. 





Edward Baumgarten has 
moved his office to 45 Commerce 
Street, Newark 2, to continue 
the practise of law specializing 
in Federal Income and Estate 
Taxes. 


N. J. Inst. for Practici,, 
Lawyers Announces Ff, 





Courses — 
The New Jersey Instityt; 
Practicing Lawyers wi 0 


courses this Fall in 


was announced by ur ofri 

Abrams, Director of the [MM 

tute. ; 
The program, which 





the beginning of the S 
Year of the Institute’s 
one of the largest ever offereg Mi -yyn 
Newark. The courses will 5 4 
en on Tuesday and T 
evenings from 8 to 10 p.m 
Essex County Court House 
The Tuesday evening coy 
will be Real Estate Practic 
Accounting for Lawyer 
ing Accounting for Law 
be Professor George C. Tr 
son, Associate Professor of 
ness and Accounting Law, Gr 
uate School of Business, Co)y- 
bia University. This 10 lec: e 
course will be one-half -4 :9 
length of a regular la 
course and will cover a 
portant accounting 
normally covered in a 
school in approximately : 
The 12 lecture course 
Estate Practice will 
current problems in co 
ing and real estate prac ; 
turers in the group include J 
tice Harry C. Heher, on Boz 
of Adjustment and Zoning 
Arthur Stern on Contracts 
Sale and Closing; W 
Sprouls on Reading 
Arthur A. Levin on Leases; 
ert J. Hannoch on Cond 
tion and Tax Appeals: 
P. McElroy on Mortg 
Foreclosures; David Beck on 7; 
Aspects of Real Estate Trans 


cours, 































tions; Fred G. Stickel, III t] 
The Powers and Functions B 
Municipal Planning Boards : r 
George W. Piche on Tax Tit ne 





and In Rem Foreclosures 

The Thursday evening 
will be Procedure 
Practice and Wills, 
Estate Planning. 

The 12 lectures in the 
dure and Trial Practice 
will be opened by Justice 
C. Heher, who will lecture 
Appeals. Other lecturers 
Julius Wildstein on Plead 
and Third-Party Practice: 
Alfred C. Clapp on 
Practice; Judge Walter I 
field, III, on Matrimor 
tice; Judge Richard J 
on Discovery and Pre-trial 
ference; Willard G. W 
Actions Lieu of Pre 
Writs; Theodore McC 
Special Actions: At: 
and Capias; Harvey G 
son on Trial of a Neglige 
tion: Israel B. Greene 
Practice and Injuncii 
A. Gleeson on Prepar 
Trial; Judge Reynier J 
dyke, Jr., on Physical 
tion and Other Pre-T 
ties and Morris M. 
Pre-Trial and Trial 
Motions. 

In the Wills, Trusts 
tate Planning Coursé 
turers will be Malcolm 
Drafting of Wills; Da 
Lifetime Giving and 
Trusts; Charles W. 
on Uses of Life In 
thur L. Abrams on 
Business Interests: 
Wright on Prepari 
Inheritance Tax Re 
on Pitney on Adn 
the Estate in the P 
Theodore Tannenwa 
the Estate Tax: eon 
er on Negotiation anc 
Before the Poder a1 
Revenue Service and 
Greene on Estate Litiga-+~ 





ana 


Trusts 
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Announcements 


James W. Hurley. 7 
sociated with Ryan & 
opened offices at 293 } 
nue, Plainfield. 










Joseph J. Vanecex 
associated with Davie \-~ 
the general practice 0 - 
152 Market Street. Pa 
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Attorneys Exam 


witnesses, were attached with 





Cont inued from page 3) 
on Feb. 10, 1956, no payment 
ng been made, S sued B for 
3300. May S recover? 
Suppose that S sold B the 
rigerator under conditional 
dated Jan. 10, 1956 
iled in the Essex County 
egister’s Office on Jan. 30, 1956 
on Feb. 20, 1956, J obtained a 
ydgm< nt against B in the Essex 
District Court for $500 
y J to Bin 1955. On Feb. 21, 
levied execution on the 
sfrigerator as the property of 
2 and bought it at execution 
9 Thereupon, on March 22, 
) tarted replevin proceed- 
ngs against B and J to repossess 
“2 refrigerator for nonpayment 











. Ss 











a Feb. and Mar. install- 
f Busnents. B filed no answer, but 
.Grdgy fled an answer alleging title 
Colurlien iis execution sale. 
lect Decide the case. 
¥ 12. (a' P, who had been selling 














produce to B, on consign- 
iment, made his last shipment to 
ep on 1 July 5, 1955, which ship- 
“ ent B thereafter sold, using 
roceeds to defray part 
ighter’s wedding expenses 
failed to pay P. 

pb) On July 6, 1955, X, a friend 
‘+B asked B to have B’s me- 
nanic overhaul X’s farm trac- 
hich B agreed to do. In- 
“ead of delivering the tractor 
the mechanic, B sold it, and 
sd that money to pay more 
f his daughter’s wedding ex- 





ot 











Oct. 30, 1955, B filed a vol- 
niary petition in bankruptcy, 
sting the above two obligations 
mong others. On Feb. 20, 1956, 
anse@R was discharged in bankruptcy 





Il the objection of P and X 
‘ions @hat B was not entitled to be 
rds aamischarged because of his wrong- 
xX Tig conduct toward them. 

res Thereafter, P and X brought 























ouM@™™parate suits against B in the 
J. Superior Court to recover 


tS 2x their claims. 


Decide each case. 

13. B owned Blackacre. In 
33, C, the owner of the ad- 
property, Whiteacre, 


g 
driveway which clearly 


croached upon Blackacre. On 
#0. 1, 1936, B died, survived by 
age 12, his sole heir. H’s 





















pins to the printed form of will. 

(b) At the time of the execu- 
tion of the will, the testator was 
too weak physically to sign his 
Mame or even make a mark on 
the will, and so one of the wit- 
nesses signed the testator’s name 
for him at his request and in his 


(signed) Victor Vendor 
(signed) Ben Buyer.” 

On June 10, 1956, Buyer ascer- 
tained the following facts about 
the property: (a) that the prop- 
erty is occupied by Tenant, who 
is in possession under a month- 


to-month tenancy; ‘b) that the! presence and in the presence of 
eaves of the roof of Neighbor’s| the other witness 

house, next door, erected in 1940, (c) After the above signing of 
overhangs 6 inches on Vendor’s| the testator’s name to the will, 
driveway leading to Vendor’s!| the testator requested the two 
garage on the property being’ witnesses, Ben Brown and Wil- 
sold; (c) that Neighbor had! liam Watson, to sign as witnesses 
been using a short cut across! to his will, and, thereupon, Ben 
the rear of the property in ques- | Brown, in his excitement, signed 


tion 


the name 
the will, 


not his own name, b 
of William Watson 


since 
sion of Vendor; 


1930 by oral permis- 
(d) that Vendor 


ul 
on 






had originally acquired title in| which fact was not discovered 
1929 by a deed signed: “George | until after the testator had died. 
Smith, Administrator of the Es- (d) Then, the second witness, 
tate of John Smith, deceased.” | William Watson, began to sign 
On June 12, 1956, Buyer con-/ his name as witness, but had 
sults you and asks you whether| written only hi first name 
he may refuse to close title on| “William”, when he _ dropped 
the basis of the above facts. dead without completing the 
Advise him, discussing each| writing of his surname 
fact involved. What effect, if any, does each 
15. By an instrument dated| of the above facts have upon 
Jan. 15, 1954, Landlord leased a| the validity of the will? 
lot and building to Tenant for; 17. (a) T, a resident of N. J., 
5 years at an annual rental of | duly executed a will in N. J. in 
$2,000. The lease contained a/ 1953. In April, 1956, T wrote 
covenant against assignment| across the face of this will in 
without Landlord’s written con- | his own handwriting, the follow- 
ent and a covenant that Ten- ing: “This will is here by revoked. 
ant, his heirs and assigns, in-| (Signed) T.” No one witnessed 
sure the premises for $20,000, the this written revocation of the 
proceeds “payable to Landlord | Will by T. T died in June, 1956, 
without obligation to rebuild.” | and the above 1953 will was 


found among his effects. T never 
executed any other will. Has T’s 
1953 will been le revoked 
by reason of the foregoing? 

(b) X, a resident of N. J., duly 
executed a will in N. J. in 1953. 
In April, 1956, X wrote 
in his own handwriting and 
signed by X to his attorney, A, 
who had possession of X’s said 
will, and therein directed A to 


On July 7, 1954, unaware of 
the provisions of the original 
lease between Landlord and 
Tenant, and without Landlord’s 
written consent, Occupant took 
possession of the lot and build- 
ing under an instrument from 
Tenant which purported to “‘as- 
sign” Tenant’s unexpired term, 
and contained a covenant that 
Occupant would pay Landlord 


Bally 


$2,000 rental on Jan. 15 of each| destroy his 1953 will. X took 
year through 1958, and a right | the trouble to have Y and Z 
of re-entry in Tenant if the! witness, on the letter itself, X’s 
stated rental was not paid. signing thereof, after advising 
Neither Tenant nor Occupant | Y and Z as to the contents of 
insured the building. the letter and requesting them 

In Dec. 1954, before further | to act as witnesses, which they 
rental obligations had accrued, did, after X had signed the let- 
fire gutted the building, without ter, all parties being present at 
fault of Occupant, and he moved | the same time. X died in June, 
out. In Feb. 1955, Landlord made 1956, without having executed 
demand upon Occupant for;any other will in lifetime. 
$20,000 to restore the uninsured | Assuming that A did destroy the 
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New Jersey Division of 
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urdian, in 1938, protested building and $8,000 rental for 1953 will while X was still alive, 
ally to C about the encroach- the remainder of the lease term. has X’s 1953 will been legally re- 
, but C ignored the protest| Upon refusal of Occupant to voked by reason of the fore- 
“i continued to use the drive-| pay, Landlord sued him for going? 

ay. In 1944, C conveyed White- damages. 18. Pursuant to the terms of a 
D. D continued to use _ Decide the case. written instrument lied a 
eway. On May 1, 1956,, 16. In a will contest in the “Trust Agreement”, S_ trans- 
ed Blackacre to E. E Hudson County Court, Probate ferred certain stocks and bonds 
rected a fence on his Division, the caveator urged the | to his friend, T, to hold in trust, 
bu line, which resulted in following facts, supported by the invest, and keep the same in- 
Y r being able to use the evidence, why probate of the vested, and pay the net income 
i will should be denied: to his son, J, during his life- 
Dsued E in the N. J. Superior The will was on a short time, and, upon J’s to pay 
ut, Chancery Division, for a printed form, which had a space} the income perpetu to such 
axdatory injunction to compel in the form for the testamentary Charitable or benevolent objects 
al of the fence. De- dispositions, and in that space as he (T) may select. The agree- 
dé the case. had been written: “I will and| ment provided that S reserved 
4 June 1, 1956, Victor direct my estate be settled as the right during hi time to 
kr d Ben Buyer signed a per the provisions of the pages revoke or amend the trust, to 
ng as follows: “Vic- hereto annexed and numbered | remove the trustee at any time 
agrees to sell and 1 to 6 inclusive.” Six sheets of and appoint a new trustee in 
agrees to buy the paper numbered 1 to 6, contain- his stead, and also to direct what 
house at #10 Main ing directions for the distribu- investments should be made for 

mn, N. J., for $10,000, tion of the testator’s estate, but the trust. 
é ose July 1, 1956. not signed by the testator or the (a) Upon S’s death, his execu- 
< z = Se —— -| tor claimed title of the 
trust property on ground 
4 MORRIS WAXMAN and Associates cause cdot geen Dg Mi pens 
rate 2 mentary disposition and had no 
—* s CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS i: “cae tn recs 
depositions Before Trial - meee * with the requirements for a will. 

’ EWARK, N. J. ra oe vo 

t¢ <<“ 4ir-Conditioned Hearing Room Available Mitchell 3-1440 ” — Png that, upon J’s 
———— —— subsequent death, T proposed t 
=|| pay the income from the trust 
. ae property to Princeton University. 
Specialists Heirs of S contend (1) that the 
L \PPENDICES AND proposed gift to the university 
AW PRINTERS cle is not charitable and (2) that 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL. the provision for ment of 
the income perpetually to char- 





ity is invalid because of the wide 
discretion given to T. Decide the 
case, ruling on each contention. 


19. Are the following laws con- 
J stitutional? 
; (a) A municipal ordinance 


MARKET 3-4994 


prohibiting door-to- door can- 


(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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Trial Tactics Outlined at NACCA Meeting 


NACCA Also Elects Officers 
for Year 


for your client the constitutional 
| guarantees of a trial by 12 fair 
and unbiased jurors.” 


The “settlement value” of spe- 
cially prepared motion pictures 
of accident-caused injuries in 
the negotiation of personal in- 
jury was discussed by Martin 
Berman, Los Angeles trial at- 
torney. Such pictures, he said, 
have two uses in the court- 
room as evidence, and as a 
weapon in discussing settlement 
with an insurer. 


we case aaa 

Los Angeles (ACCN) — Some 
interesting points of trial and 
pretrial tactics in personal in- 
jury cases were highlighted at 
recent sessions of the 10th an- 
nual convention of the National 
Assn. of Claimants’ Compensa- 
tion Attorneys here. These in- 
cluded tips on the selection of 
jurors, use of motion pictures as 
a weapon in negotiations with 
insurance counsel, and advice to 
NACCA attorneys from a former 
claims adjuster. 

Officers of the association for 
the coming year were also elect- 


Considered evidence, he 
said, the use of motion pictures 
“is an attempt to bring the ev- 
eryday lifelike situation of a dis- 
ability and any and all horrors 


as 


ed. Heading the list was Quit- rie ergs tee, ton 
man Ross of Laurel, Miss., who ‘hat pe eases he n bg aiceel 
won the presidency over Albert ™al atmosphere of the court- 


room where the trier of fact is 
exposed to a study of them.” 
As a negotiating weapon, Ber- 
man stated, “From observation 
it seems that the insurance com- 
executive determines the 


Averbach of Seneca Falls, N. Y. 

Averbach’s supporters had 
urged his election on the ground 
that New York would be the 
battleground on the question of 


abolishing the jury system for pany 

personal injury cases, and that value of the case in terms of 
NACCA’s next president should What he basically fears as the 
be a man familiar with the trial of the case progresses in 


bench and bar of that state. the arena of the courtroom.” 
Ross’s supporters pointed out Ss 
that he was one of the founders Dickinson Seminar on 
of NACCA and in its early days . 
had donated the money to keep Heart Case Trials 
the organization going. Edgar 
Simon of Los Angeles, a Ross 
supporter, also told the conven- 
tion before the balloting that 
Ross had disclaimed any racial 
prejudice. 
Herbert Hirson of Los Angeles 


The most popular subject for 
legal institutes in the country at 
the present time is medico-legal 
problems. That is why the sub- 
ject, “The Preparation and Trial 
of a Heart Case: A Demonstra- 
tion Program” was selected for 


was elected secretary, and Jo- ; 

|seph Schneider was chosen the third annual two-day sem- 

treasurer. inar sponsored by the Dickinson 
Lionel T. Campbell, secretary School of Law on its campus at 


Carlisle on August 27th and 28th. 

The seminar combines. the 
demonstration of a heart case 
with direct and cross-examina- 
tion of expert witnesses, and 
continues in lecture form with 
an exposition of the tactics used. 


of the Los Angeles chapter of 
NACCA addressed the conven- 
tion on the problems of jury se- 
lection. Comparing a “bad” juror 
in his capacity to “spoil” a case 
to the bad apple which can 
spoil the whole barrel, Campbell 
emphasized the importance not 
only of eliminating the obviously 
prejudiced juror but also the 
one who may “unintentionally 
or unconsciously” conceal a bias. 

“These situations probably oc- 
cur more frequently than we 
realize,” he said. “It is entirely 
possible that many trial counsel 
have overlooked this possibility 
as a ground for obtaining a new 


Announcement 


Richards, Capehart, Smith & 
Wood announce the withdrawal 
of Grace Heritage Smith from 
the firm. Samuel H. Richards, 
Blaine E. Capehart and Alexan- 
der C. Wood, 3rd will continue 
the general practice of law as 


trial after an adverse result Partners at 217 North Sixth 
caused by such misconduct.” Street, Camden 2, New Jersey 
7 under the firm name of Rich- 


He added that ‘“‘the small ad- 
ditional time required to prepare 
and ask necessary questions on 
voir dire to test and lay a foun- 
dation for concealed prejudices 
will help materially to insure 


ards, Capehart & Wood. 

Grace Heritage Smith will con- 
tinue the general practice of 
law at Glassboro Road, Weno- 
nah, New Jersey. 
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SUPERIOR TRENTON SERVICE 
Superior and U. S. District Court judgment searching. 
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Attorneys Exam - 


(Continued from page 5) 


vassing for magazine subscrip- 
tions. 

(b) A municipal ordinance, 
expressly adopted to protect the 
public from fraud and from 
criminals who use solicitation as 
a device to enter homes, requir- 
ing canvassers to procure a writ- 
ten permit from the local Chief 
of Police, who may refuse the 
permit, if he finds that the can- 
vasser is not of good character 
or is canvassing for a project 
not free from fraud. 

(c) A municipa: ordinance, 
expressly adopted to assure 
privacy in an industrial com- 
munity, where many residents 
work on night shifts and must 
obtain their sleep during the 
day, forbidding knocking on the 
door or ringing the doorbell of a 
residence in order to deliver 
handbills. 

(d) A state law providing that 
no boy under 12 years or girl 
under 18 years may sell period- 
icals on the street. 

20. Are there any provisions 
in our present New Jersey Con- 
stitution covering the following 
matters expressly? If so, what 
is the provision? 

(a) Segregation in the public 
schools. 

(b) Self-incrimination. 

(c) Lotto. 

(d) Collective bargaining. 


(e) Tax exemption for the 
widow of a veteran. 

21. H and W, husband and 
wife, were residents of Dale, 


N. J.. and prominent in its soci- 
ety circle. For years, they had 
been cited as the ideal married 
couple. But, finally, the truth 
was revealed. Both H and W had 
committed adultery. Because of 
the nature of her charges, and 
the kind of proof necessary to 
establish it, W went to Reno, 
Nevada, and set up a domicile in 
accordance with Nevada law, in- 
tending to institute suit for di- 
vorce from H on the ground of 
adultery. She left their children 
in the Dale home. H followed W 
to Reno, and instituted a coun- 
tersuit against W on the ground 
of adultery. After a hearing, H 
obtained a divorce decree from 
W on his countersuit. Both im- 
mediately returned to N. J., H 
taking a suite in a hotel, and W 


returning to their home and 
children. 
The above actions had been 


followed by W and H to avoid 
local adverse publicity. and to 
spare, as far as possible, the 
embarrassment to their chil- 
dren. 

Later, H remarried, and W 
ied to the N. J. court to set 
Nevada decree in fav- 
the ground of fraud, 

agreement between 

1 er she nor H intend- 
to set up a permanent domi- 
cile in Nevada at the time of 
the divorce suit in Nevada. 

Decide the case. 

22. H and W, husband and 
wife, resided in Ohio. H was a 
famous public figure. W insti- 





> th 


> 
ait 


or of H on 





tuted suit for divorce against H, 
alleging adultery and cruelty 
and naming C as co-respondent. 
Since this suit and its publicly 
heard testimony would endang- 
er H’s public standing, H and W 
entered into a written agree- 
ment whereby W agreed to with- 
draw the allegations of adultery 
and agreed not to sue C for 
damages for alienation of H’s 
affections. H, in turn, agreed to 
pay W $25,000 in lieu of alimony 
and counsel fees, payable $5,000 
down and $5,000 annually for 
the next four years. Thereafter, 
W withdrew the adultery count, 
and proceeded on the cruelty 
count, and H paid her $5,000. W 
obtained a divorce on the ground 
of cruelty. Both W and H there- 
after moved to N. J., but to dif- 
ferent cities. 

When the next $5,000 under 
the agreement came due, H re- 
fused to pay W, and W sued in 
N. J. to recover it. He defended 
that the agreement was con- 
trary to public policy and there- 


fore unenforceable. Decide the 
case. 
23. (a) D, angry at V over 


losses incurred in a crooked card 
game, and intending to frighten 
V into paying D back his losses, 
spread the rumor that he (D) 
would thereafter shoot V_ on 
sight for taking his money in a 
marked card game. This in- 
formation reached V, who was 
alarmed, and intended to return 
the money to D. 

Several days later, D armed 
with a revolver, encountered V 
on a dark street and was seen by 
V. D, thereupon, deliberately 
pointed his revolver several feet 
above V’s head, pulled the trig- 
ger and fired. V fainted, striking 
his head on the curbstone, and 
suffered a fractured skull, from 
which he died the next day. 

D was indicted for murder. At 
the trial after the above evi- 
dence was received by the Court, 
D moved for a dismissal of the 
indictment. Rule on the motion. 

(b) Suppose in the above facts 
that V did not die. Would D be 
guilty of attempted murder? 

24. X, Y and Z were on trial 
for murder. Y turned “State’s 
evidence” and testified that the 
pistol which had killed the vic- 
tim had been purchased by X at 
a certain hardware store. X did 
not testify. At the conclusion of 
the trial, the court instructed 
the jury as follows: 

“True, Y was an accomplice, 
but you must accord his testi- 
mony just as much value as you 
accord the testimony of any 
other witness, unless you have 
proof that Y has been promised 
special consideration. X had his 
opportunity to testify, but did 
not. You heard Y say that X 
purchased the pistol which kill- 
ed the victim. Why didn't X 
testify? You have a right to in- 
fer that even if he did testify, 
he wouldn’t have been able to 
deny Y’s testimony. That is a 
proper inference you can draw 
from X’s failure to testify, and 
I so charge you.” 
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From a conviction, X appeal- 
ed, citing the court’s above 
charge as error. Rule. 

25. O was the owner of a 3- 
family apartment house in Elk, 
N. J. H and W, husband and 
wife, were tenants in one of the 
apartments. On the afternoon of 
March 16, 1956, it snowed, so 
that the steps leading into the 
building, and the sidewalk in 
front of the building, had be- 
come snow-coated and slippery. 
O being out of town at the time, 
N, a friendly neighbor, shoveled 
a path through the snow on O’s 
sidewalk, but did not shovel 
snow from O’s front steps. 

That evening. while H and W 
were leaving O’s building, W 
slipped on the front steps and 
fell to the sidewalk. H turned 
and attempted to save W and, 
in so doing, slipped on the side- 
walk. P, a passerby, seeing the 
ccident, attempted to help H 
and W and, in turn, himself 
slipped on the sidewalk. All were 
injured. H, W and P sued O. 
tule on O’s liability to each of 
them. 

26. L leased one of his unfur- 
nished apartments to T, which 
apartment contained an open 
fireplace overhung with a man- 
telpiece. T’s sister, S, was a mem- 


ber of T’s household, acting as 
his hous. k2cper. In cleaning, S 
called T's attention to the fact 
that mantelpiece was loose 
and might fall, thereby hurting 


someone. Both T and S called 
this to L’s attention, and L re- 
marked that it had been that 
way for several years and 
wouldn't fall. However, L prom- 
ised to repair it without delay. 
A month later, before the re- 
pairs had been made, the man- 
telpiece fell, seriously injuring 
S, who thereafter brought suit 
against L, alleging the above 
facts. 

May S recover from L? 

27. On Jan. 9, 1956, the stock 
of goods in the Newark, N. J. 
store of Garden Stores, Inc., 
was wholly destroyed by fire. A 
week later, Garden Stores, Inc. 
was adjudged a bankrupt and Y 
was appointed trustee in bank- 
ruptcy. Y, as trustee, sued In- 
demnity Insurance Co. for pay- 
ment of the fire loss, as provided 
in the insurance policy covering 
the goods. The insurance com- 
pany defended on the ground 
that the fire had been deliber- 
ately set to collect the insurance 
money. At the trial, the insur- 
ance company offered the fol- 
lowing items of evidence, to 
which Y’s counsel made timely 
objection: 

(a) The testimony of B, a 
stockholder of Garden Stores, 
Inc., that C told B in Chicago on 
May 1, 1956 that he, C, was a 
professional “firebug” and had 
been hired by D, the President 
of Garden Stores, Inc., to set 
the fire. 

(bo) The further testimony of 
said B that D admitted to him 
on May 2, 1956 that what C had 
told B in Chicago was correct, 
and that he did so to rescue the 
company from its financial diffi- 
culties. 

(c) The testimony of E, a di- 
rector of Garden Stores, Inc., 
that, following the directors’ 
meeting on Jan. 2, 1956, D told 
him in confidence that he was 
going to Chicago the next day 
to hire C to set fire to the store, 
because that was the only way 
the company could stay out of 


| bankruptcy. 


(d) The criminal record of the 
Essex County Court showing the 
conviction of C and D two weeks 
prior to the civil trial of deliber- 


| ately setting fire to the store to 


defraud the insurance company. 
Are any of these items of evi- 
dence admissible? 
(To be Concluded) 


CORPORATE LOSSES 
tax benefits and intangibles may offer 
opportunities for sale or merger to 
financial benefit of clients with capital 
problems. Detailed facts essential to 
deal. Conference by appointment. 

JOSEPH MILLS—Dealer in Corporations 
50 Broadway, New York 4 - BO 9-6577 


















G.I. Loan Program 
Extended 


Washington, D. C. (ACCN)— 
The World War II GI loan pro- 
gram ending date has been ex- 
tended for one more year to July 
25, 1958, under an omnibus GI 
loan law signed by the presi- 
dent Aug. 2. 


The GI loan program pre- 
viously was scheduled to end 
July 25, 1957 and, under the 


wording of the original law, all 
GI loans would have had to be 
closed by that date. 

Under the new law, any GI 
loan for which VA receives an 
application by July 25, 1958, may 
be guaranteed or insured by VA 
if it is completed by July 25, 
1959. 

VA emphasized that the new 
law affects only World war II 
veterans. Korean conflict period 
veterans have until Jan. 31, 1965 
to obtain GI loans for homes, 
farms and businesses. 

The new law will also permit 
any veteran who sells residential 
property purchased with a GI 
loan to be relieved from liability 
to the government under certain 
circumstances. 

Previously, the veteran who 
sold his property and allowed 
the purchaser to assume his GI 
loan still remained liable to the 
government in the event of sub- 
sequent foreclosure and the pay- 
ment of a guaranty claim by the 
VA. 

Now the veteran may be re- 
lieved of liability if the pur- 
chaser assumes full liability on 
the loan, the VA approves him 
from a credit standpoint, and 
the loan is current. 

The new law further permits 
World War II veterans to have 
their GI loan entitlement re- 


stored up to Jan. 31, 1965, if their , 


property was taken by a govern- 
mental agency for public use, 
was destroyed by a natural haz- 
ard, or was otherwise disposed 
of for compelling reasons with- 
out fault on the part of the 
veteran. 

A veteran, under the new law, 
will have to certify that he in- 
tends to live in the home he is 
buying with the assistance of a 
GI loan both at the time of ap- 
plication and at the time of clos- 
ing the loan. 

The new law also clarifies and 
confirms VA’s authority to make 
the final determination of rea- 
sonable value of property irre- 
spective of the estimate of value 
made by an individual appraiser. 








LEGAL NOTICE 


i August 7, 1 
NATHAN SCHWARTZ, 





‘arstant tot rder of ADRIAN M 


SIDN SIMAND 
HE > GOLDBERG 
SY SIMANDL, <Attor1 
1 Place 
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New NBA Book on 
Arbitration 


Management Rights ang 
Arbitration Process, a ne 
book for the arbitrator, c 
administrator, and u 
management attorney, 
published by BNA Incor; 
Washington, D. C. 

This volume deals with 
problems of seniority vs 
the technicalities of meth, 
and standards engineerino: - 
classification difficulties: 
cepts of industrial dis 
questions of arbitrabi 
jurisdiction; and other 
and perplexing problem 
American industrial life 

It contains a candid 
sion of management’s rs 
rights, from the industria] :, 
labor viewpoints, by J 
Phelps, Assistant to the yj; 
President of the Bethlehem Ss: 
Company, and Arthur J.G 
berg, General Counsel * 
United Steelworkers of Ameri 

Management Rights 
Arbitration Process re} : 
official record of the proceedir 
of the ninth annual meetir 
the National Academy of Ar; 
trators. This includes th; 
ports presented at the busin: 
meeting. Among them 
analysis by the Academy’s Coz 
mittee on Law and Le 
of the proposed Uniform Stay 
adopted the National Co 
ference of the Commissioner: 
Uniform Laws, and app! 
the House of Delegates of 
American Bar Association 
1955. 

Copies of Management 
and the Arbitration Proce 
be obtained at $3.50 per co 



































by 














from BNA _ Incorpora 2 
24th Street NW, Was 
B,C. 

































ing an appeal. 


JOSEPH B. TOBISH 


APPELLATE PRINTING 








SAVE!...Up to 13 on oe 
Appellate Printing By Offset 


As the originators, promoters and only practitioners of 
this method in the New Jersey state courts in the regular 
614 x 914 format, may we urge you to take advantage 0 
substantial and significant saving the next time you 


f this 
are tak- 


52 WEST STATE STREET 
TRENTON 8, N. J. 
EXport 4-4645 - 3-6942 
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LEGAL NOTICES 








STATE OF 


> OF APPLICATION FOR NEW JERSEY Dated: 
HANGE FN y DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF MARGARET 
SSOLUTION | EICHHOLZ, decease 


ERTIFICATE OF DI 
1 to whom these presents may come, Pursuant to the 
Greeting FOL , JR., Surro 
k pears to my satisfaction, | Essex, this day made 
1 record of the proceed-| the undersigned, Exec 
itary dissolution thereof | notice is hereby given 
conseit of all the stock-/| said deceased, to exhi 
. in my office, that inder oath or affirm 
tEICH & COMPANY, INC. demands against the est 
f this State. whose principal within six months or 
1 at No. 589 Central Avenue, | will be forever b: 
East Orange recovering the san nst 
State of New Jersey ( MATTHEW J 
HANS WOELZEL 
























t laims and 
e of said deceased, 
this ante. 

I cuting or 
subscribers. 


“REILLY 
























agent there 1 charge tl 1ereof 















served), has! MATTHEW J. R LY, A rney 
ants of Title 14. | 31 Clinton Street 
Revised Statutes | Newark 2, N. J 
to the issuing | L.J July 26, 2 ) 6, 23 
ition 
»_ the Secretary of : 
s State o Jersey, Do Hereby Dat July 17, 1956 
t wration did, on the} ESTATE OF IDA HARRISON also known as 
1956, file in my TILLIE HARRISON f rly IDA 
ed consent FRANK, d s 
said cor Pursus order of ADRIAN M. 
ckholders | FOLEY, zat t County of 
the record | *S5€X, lication of 
now on file | the un i deceased, 
ae reditors of 

























EOF, 1 *tiber 
and af 
Trento 
t A.D 
Ss e nir hundred an 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. “ 
g 1¢ 23 $21.60 
IFF’S SALE = ; 
SUI )R (CHAN.) C-36 : oe 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW. JERSEY, Me 
\NCERY DIVISION, SEX COUNTY Se pbr 
in he Last 
SCUDDER 
ewes ted by the 
; to the 
Judg ee 
r next 
«men 3; , 
ONTCLAIR 
( 




















nar o 
Ss I WwooDdD Mes 

( AS and R: 
THEODORE WooD LAYMOND 

THEODORE Y 
NTIFF. 
Ay 

+ io $10.08 
, vd Ha : Take notice that the u rsigned will apply 
. July to the Essex County Court, ¢ House, 
IL G Newar New Jersey, on August 20, 1956, 
Dt at the afternoon, authorizing Johnita 
s 9 6. 2 to assur the name 
= 7 ¥ i fs as N ral Guardian 








SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY t i ar 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
zEN COUNTY 
A NO. M-3968-55 
Civ tion 
( ) NT DEFENDANT », le $8.82 


F ORDER FOR PUBLICATION 
MATRIMONIAL) 
LOCASCIO, : STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUT 
To all to whom these presents 
Greeting 







Ww HE REAS appears to r atisfaction 
u cor f the proceed 
\ ss n thereof 
; I f the stock- 
- that 
SER I INC. 
t ‘ principal 
82 I Street 
~ ( 
NI 





veing the agent therel D ar 


on whom 





process 


omplied with the reqni 
orporations, General, 











Statutes 















APPLICATION FOR e Court eT f New Je rsey, preliminary he issuing 
\NGE OF NAME * Be ety s ceardas if this ate of D . 
CE that ae Pe ay er a ae NOW, THEREFORE, | Secretary of 
= a State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ine 8 is to obtain a ~y ration did. on the 
eS th id nlai ve nh y f July 5 file iy 
£ us iv % Be See ee) ee a duly executed and attested conser nt 
sr r sner ts <pitir . } issolutior of 
AO KI SHNE Ro Ads J 30, 1956 aautiGa,” Gao ae Ms all the sto 
ANNA KIRSHNEI HOWARD A. GOLDBERGER pcphada aia pa hd es Mi one 
. att hereof, whic said cons d 
ve ey = a of proceedings afores r 
= n my said office 





IN 











rser 4 $28.35 
, pan ee have 
fixed 
Twenty- la 
< NEw Seal) one thousand n ired and 
My £ . ¢ < 
TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION pa 
) hom these presenta may come, Secret ary of 





phat : L.J.—Aug.° 2, 9, 16 $21.60 
: It ay Ppe ars to my satisfaction, 
r rd of the proceed- 
lissolution thereof 
net of all the stock- 
in ffice t 
SALTY. *COR PORATION 
his Stat e, whose , principal 








NOTICE OF 
CHAN( 
NOTI E 








TARE 












































s o . z m to assim 
BET ) Ess Sta MANUEL BROWN 
4 . H + 7 , yt VN 
IN & WARD, Att < seg Ww? 
*. = ets med _ Revised Statutes | S $9.45 
this t of Dissolution. ses 
vOM I I, the Secretary of 2 . 
S tk > Jersey Do Hereby | ESTATE OF TIMOTHY G. SELLEW, de- 
r 1d on the ceased 
. in JNOTIC E 
7 a 1 counts 
t unde 
r exe MOTHY 
law 
WHEREOF, I 
hand and af- 
at Trenton, 
> oft Sake 
s) A 
30, Sept. 6 R 














Dated: July 31 
BY THURBER DAY, 


of ADRIAN M.'E 
f the Coun ) 
the application 
of said deceased 
the creditors 
to the s 
their cl 


















dec ceased, 
cre -ditors of 
subscriber 





subscribers 
aims and 





of said deceased, | under eir leceased, 

re date, or i or they 

t barred from  prosect ng or 
. bseribers 





the st me 





P Ss e against § 
INSTITUTION WILLIAM J. SURDI 





GHAM, Attorney MASCIA, Attorney 
Street 
N.. d. 

6, 23, 30, Sept. 6 iJ July 26, Ang: 2, 9, 16, 23 





,| Dy duly au 


or they | 


| State of New 
| being the agent 





STATE OF NEW JERS®Y 
DBPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


fo all to whom these presents may come 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
cated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

HIGH STREET BUILDING CO., INC. 
a corporation of this ate, whose principal 
office is situated at 744 Broad Street, 
in the City of County of Essex, 
Jersey (Alfred J. Peer, 
therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
omp ied with the requirements of Title 14, 
{ rations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
if the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








}in the City of Newark, 


ertify that the said corporation did, on the! 











Sixth day of August, 1956, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
oration, exec uted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the i aforesaid are now on file 
rm uid of s provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixth of August, A.D., 
Seal) one thous; nine hundred and 
fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 





STATE OF 
DEPARTMEN 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these 


LW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 





m 
WHER E AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
j thenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 














by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
olders 1 in my office that 
WARRED CRUSHING CO. 

1 corporation of », whose principal 
f! s situated Woolsey Street, 
the County of Esse 
State ‘ (Thomas c 
being the it therein pe in charge thareaf, 

has 


pon vhon process may re 
] the requirements of Title 14, 
General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 











ate of Dissolution 

IEF REFORE, I, the Secretary of 

State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
rtify at the corporation did, on the 
Sixth iy of st, 1956, file in my 
ffice a duly exec i and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, whic said consent and the record 


f the 
in my 


are now on file 
1 by law 

WHEREOF, I 
my hand and af- 
at Trenton, 
gust, A.D., 
“ hundre d and 


foresaid 






E DW. AR D J. PATTEN 
of State. 
3 $21.60 





STATE OF 


NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo all to whom these presents may come, 
sreeting 


WHER BE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
y authenticated record of the proceed- 





r the voluntary dissolution thereof 

y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
1olders, deposited in my office that 

SLADE MANUFACTURING COMPANY 

poration of this State, whose pr Hncipal 

situated at No. 140 Roseville Ave- 

of Newark, County ‘of Es- 


the City 





(Ernest B. Slade 
in charge thereof, 
served), has 
Title 14, 
Statutes 
issuing 





nt therein 
process may be 
the re quire ments of 
ons, General, of Revised 
Jersey, preliminary to the 
Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 
ver fifth day of July, 1956, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 





wration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings afuresaid are now on file 


id office as 
IN TESTIMONY 


provided by law 
WHEREOF, | 


nomy sa 








have eto set my hand and af- 
fixed official seal, at | aia on 
this wenty-fifth day of Ju 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hnundr a 
and fifty-six. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Aug. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 





SPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo all to whom these presents muy come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It 
sy duly authen 
ngs for the 


appears to my Satisfaction, 
ated record of the proceed- 
ntary dissolution thereof 












y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

iolders, deposited in my office, that 
MALLOR REALTY CO. 

a corporation is State, whose principal 

rfFic is at No. 24 Branford Place, 

1 the Ci Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Abram J. Precker, 


ving the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New = »y, preliminary to the issuing 






f this cate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE I, the Secretary of 
state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixth day of August, 1956, file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 


of said cor- 
stockholders 
consent and the record 
ngs aforesaid are now on file 


n writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said 

of the proceedi 











B my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one — sand nine hundred and 
E bw ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
LJ Aug. 9, 16, 23 $21.60 
Dated: July 12, 1956 
ESTATE OF JULIA LINDENBERGER, de- 





e order of ADRIAN M. 
Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
DORIS ANDERSON 
JOSEPH C. PAUL, Attorney 
1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J 


L.J.—July 19, 26, Aug. 2, 9, 16 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
vy the unanimous consent yf ag Ly stock- 
uolders, dev sit my office tha 
Vi & G NV CORPORATION 
a corporation of State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 182 Hillside Avenue, 
County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Mary Worobov  be- 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jers preliminary to the issuing 
f this C of Dissolution, 

NOW, ‘FORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
‘ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-fi day of July, 1956, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. whici said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said provided by law 














oft we as 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 





this Twenty-fifth day of July, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-six. 
b DW ‘RD J. PATTEN 
retary of State. 
L.J Ans 2, 9%, 36 $21.60 





‘ 
Dated: July 24, 1956 
ESTATE OF VASTA K. ROBE RTSON, de- 


ADRIAN M. 


the order of 


Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the application of 





sd, Executor of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 

ath or affirmation, their claims and 
» estate of said deceased, 
from this date, or they 
from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

lHkE NATIONAL STATE BANK 

OF NEWARK 

















WHITING, MOORE & PHILLIPS, Attorneys 
iid It Street 
Ne ! N. J 
LJ 2, 9, 16, 23, 30 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEVARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Tv all tu whom these presents may come, 


Greeting 
WIIEREAS, 
by duiy authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of ail the 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ASSOCIATED PROPERTIES INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose pri 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
proceed- 
thereof 
stock- 








office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Str ; 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State f Ne Jersey (ilerman D. Sorg 
Deing iia agent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 







Statutes 
issuing 


General, of Revised 
preliminary to the 
t of Dissolution 

SFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
- of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
» said corporation did, on the 
of July, 1956, file in my 
executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 





in 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, whir said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





fice as provided by law. 

WHEREOF, 1 
hand and af- 
Trenton, 


in my said « 
IN TESTIMONY 

hereto set my 
fixed my official seal, at 
t TI h day of J 














(Seal) tk B hun and 
fifty-six 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J 2, 9, 36 
Dated 1956 
ESTATE OF FRANK S¢ ‘HOLL, leceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 


FOLEY, JR., 
Essex, this day 
the undersigned, 
uotice is hereby given to 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
{ENRY LACHENAUER 
ORMOND & DIPPEL, Attorneys 
810 Broad Street 


Newark 
I . 


Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the application of 
Executor of said deceased, 
the creditors of 





2, 9, 16, 23, 30 








y 27, 1956 
deceased 


Dated: Ji 
GOWAR 
order of ADRIAN M. 





ESTATE OF JOHN 
Pursuant to the 


FOLEY, irrogate of the County of 
Essex made, on the application of 
the under Executors of said deceased, 
notice 





given to the creditors of 





said deceased, to exhibit to bscribers 
under oath or affirmation, and 
demands against the estate ceased, 
within six months from this or they 





f cuting or 


subscribers. 


will be forever barred from 
recovering the same against the 








JOSEPHINE KIYAK 
MICHAEL GOWAR 
ROSPOND & ROSPOND, Attorneys 
11 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N 
L.J Aug. 2, 9, 16, 23, 30 
Dated: July 20, 1956 
ESTATE OF MARY B. CLARKE, deceased. 
Purs to the order of ADRIAN M 





lant 
FOLEY, JR., 
Essex, this day 


Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
vithin six from this date, or they 
-r barred from prosecuting or 
the same against the subscribers. 
IDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 
ARCHIE H. ORMOND 
OR MOND & DIPPEL, Attorneys 


S10 Broad 














New: 











LJ 7 he 16, 23, 30 
ate 30, 1956 
ESTATE OF JOHN H. HER R ve ANN, de- 
ceased. 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY, JR., Surrozate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 

d, Executors of said deceased, 


tors of 








miven to the crec 
~aid deceased, to the subscribers 
nder oath or 1, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 





within six months from this date, or they 
wil: be forever barred from ripest uting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITU TION 


DOROTHEA F. HERRMANN 
HERMAN D. SORG, Attorney 


11 Commerce Street 
| Newark 2, N. J 
L.J Aug. 2 9, 16, 23, 30 
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Columbia to Study Court Costs and Delays. : 





The excessive slowness and 
high cost of the administration 





of civil justice in New York 
courts have impelled a public- 
spirited citizen to make an 
anonymous donation of $50,000 
to the Columbia University 
School of Law for a long-range 
LICENSED BONDED | 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervtsor 








CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 

WIRE: Union, N. J. 











—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 











WE WILL BUY 
FIRST OR SECOND MORTGAGES 
AT A DISCOUNT 
SEMEL & CO. 
60 Park Place, Newark 
Mitchell 2-5126 








NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
eins 2, N. J. 

2-1406 


attorneys only 


17 Academy St., 


Mitchell 2 


Services available to 








ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 











SOMEONE 


project to study the causes and 

effects of those conditions, it 
was announced today by Wil- 
liam C. Warren, dean of the 

University’s Law School.’ 

The New York Foundation, 
Inc., has added $15,000 to the 
project, and it is expected that 
other funds will be made avail- 
able for the study, Dean Warren 
said. 

The study will be known as 
the Columbia University Project 
for Effective Justice. It was giv- 
en impetus by Brig. Gen. Edward 
S. Greenbaum, recently appoint- 
ed a U.S. delegate to the United 
Nations General Assembly. Gen- 
eral Greenbaum, long nationally 
known for his active interest in 
law reform, is a senior member 
of the New York law firm of 
Greenbaum, Wolff & Ernst. 

In commenting on the wide- 
spread clogging of court calen- 
dars, Dean Warren said, “There 
is appalling congestion in the 
metropolitan courts today and 
there is no doubt about the 
causes: automobile accidents 
The cases they create speed into 
the courts but crawl out. 

“In addition,’ he continued, 
“excessive costs deter many 
persons with meritorious cases 
from bringing them into court, 
and discourage or prevent oth- 
ers from appealing to higher 
courts from decisions they be- 
lieve to be in error. 

“In the Columbia project, 
paramount objective is to 
acts and attitudes of people di- 
rectly involved in the law’s ev- 
eryday administration, which at 
present does not measure up to 
the standards they expect and 
deserve. Current emands for 
better administration are wide- 

spread and urgent,” the Dean 
said. 

“The 
more 
study 


the 


study 


has never been 
une for intensive 
of the dynamics of our 
legal system in order learn 
what we can do to improve the 
effectiveness of the law in 
tion. This research, combining 
behavioral science with law, o/ff- 
ers a great opportunity to ob- 
serve and understand the law in 
action. Once we know through 
scientific and systematic re- 
search the everyday facts, acts, 
and attitudes that make the ad- 
ministration of justice too slow 
and expensive, intelligent 
rective action can be achieved.” 
he concluded. 


time 
opport 


to 


ac- 


cor- 





LOCATED? 


AMERICA 


TRACERS CO. OF 


S13 MADISON AV.. N.Y. 22. N.Y. 





INVESTIGATIONS 
PRE TRIAL PREPARATION 
C. F. BRAY 


1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
MItchell 2-4642 














Administrator 


Receiver and 








emmned Full Line of Surety Bonds Trustee (State 
Assignee % * * and Federal Courts) 
Guardian Immediate Service Commissioner 
Trustees MArket 3-6733 to Sell 
under Will am i - ' ETC. 

786 Broad St., Newark, N. J. 





AU-Siate’ ~ } Lime of 


VELY 


COURT FORMS 
Testificandum—Ali 


20—Subpoena—ad 






ces Tecum—All Law Courts 


4 
iti 

tor Wage Execution 4 
plaint 

and Complaint 









omplaint—Auto P.D 
tor Wage Execu- 

affidavit of service 

and C in Tenancy 

Military 


omplaint 


Proof—Non 
otice To Take Oral Depositions— 
A Courts 

INTER RROGATORIES 

] gatories—Property Damage 


Injury 





r1es—Personal 


set—Padded 50 





— Semples and Catalog 


ALL-STATE OFFIC 


502 HiGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J 





oopercste with the New Jersey Bar. 
TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION and 


stationers or any other retail outlet. 
Law 20 


23c—Respondent’s Answer to Employee's 


430 CS—Consent Judgment 


1510—St atement of Closing Title 





3540—Series Notes. 4 on page 


3585—D_ ssolution of Trade Name 





35 
3620—Power of Attorney 


Practice Forms 


ALL-STATE forms 


THIS IS FOR 
COMPENSATION 


iployee’s Claim Petition for Compen- 
sation 


c—Em 


Claim Petition 

(2 Pages to set-— 
Padded 50) 

30 FS—Formal Settlement 
—Padded 50) 

30 LC—Litigated Case (Before Deputy 
Directur) —Padded 50 


(2 Pages to set 


MISCELLANEOUS FORMS 
5—Notes Promissory— hook form 
5—Notes Series—book form 
83—tTelephone Message Pad 

E 1001—Comprehensive Real Estate Listing 


Form 





Q—Attending Physician's Report 





‘Orcen 0 sehom these gresenis may come ft RECREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
WHEREAS, It appe OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
ty t _34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 






Missing Persons Story 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





— 











Reaches T.V. EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 





EMPLOYMENT WANT; 








ESSENTIAL. 
investigation 
and suits 





One of the most poignant of| 
all stories is that of the missing | «a: 


YOUN ATTORNEY. CAR 
Yu y ftice in 

































































































































person. Why do they disappear | \ ata.” ee s 
in such numbers yearly? The 2 a ae 
answer to this big question can | yocnc ATTORNEY WANTED FOR AC- ” 
be found in the voluminous files| | tive. « actice office i y City. -_ 
> . . Nt 1 , 2 ee 
of Tracers Company of America, | ; | nd 
515 Madison Avenue, N.Y.C., no- | jars Replies 1 contidential. aes J D 
ted investigators and finders of Essex, 
missing persons for 33 years. CLAIM ADJUSTER pee sEC 
Now the story can be told, and | ei NE in “fo 
the fabulous files and case his- _- who negligent uo 
tories of 33 years have been| is an excellent. = 74? _ ssnaeaiealeacnal = 
tapped and made to serve asthe; {)), with GAL SECRETARY as 
basis of a series of 26 weekly| ++ attorney t “ an 
half-hour TV films called “The Oe: ae npete : e5] 
Tracer.” The series, produced by Box W47 
Parker-Rogers enka cts of ALLSTATE SEARCHER, EXPERIENG 7 
Hollywood, is scheduled for early INSURANCE CO. 1 ett tai 
release on key TV stations in : 
his area, as well as other parts Mountain Ave., Murray Hill, N. J. Dee en See ae rs 
of the country. EXPERIENCED TITLE Moz ~ Excellent’ 
Missing brides, husbands and “experienc = s 
wives, unknown rich old uncles i ay 2 
last heard of on the other side} 1aw IN ’ _ 
of the world, heirs, shareholders, | ,,,,., : 
even a wooden Indian, these are | Hox 944 EXP CED 
the targets of the search. And/waxtrep For : . 
sometimes the search ends in| ,, Counts law frn : 
the most final locale of them “young attor ; 
ull—a tombstone ice cancun , 
s ee ee FOR RENT 
Pachkruptcies ‘seslicines. “Seite aiauacaitans, aaa’ anapeneite 
I ye , I DECORAT 
\ Woo > FO ( PASSAT reen Av e} ( KE 2 
_: rs, "i 
s \ s NO ) 
2, Yeroma : Fire Adjusting ge 
: SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS <3 
Pie a ot) OR SALE IRVING M. MINION Bp in: 
Rive . : Associated Adjusters Ea Cl 
gapeten ke BOOKCASES 11” OAK SECTIONAL 24 Commerce St., Newark JR&ed 
=r Bia iting 1 SET OF ATLANTIC REPORTER Mitchell 2-1771-2 i 
‘ Cees ere 1 to 200 Ist series 40] 
g ry 71 siete 1 to 120 2nd series inc. 
A. Gerald Lawr Ss. 1 set N.J. Law Journal 1 to 1953 ine. ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 
i refr, W, LeROY MILLAR LAW BOOKS W D ETTINGER & (( 
ak is emi fe 102 No Main St., Paterson LA 3-1803 ° FIRE ADJUSTERS 
" S084: Maseaban: As s CAN ‘ORTS FOR THE ASSURED 
: S3.416.87; ass = eae i 9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
. > 2 Mitchell 2-4694-5 
S-A Na \ Be. ; 
i S ; , aT oom || BArclay 7-2574 PLainfield 5 
he aliah, sts.133.3 series ~~ | SAMUEL K. PEARSO 
( $-8 Sa CONSULTING METEOROLOGIST 
LOSS \ ’ WwW ANTED TO” PU RCHASE | Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & NJ. Coe 
ae pra = 1217 South End Parkway 
8.8 WA ‘ iM S A : Plainfield, N. J. 
: 0) Maybrook Dr., May f w Ullrick. | 39 Cortland St., Room 1010, NY 
f Leo anle BEES nF fhe 7 N. J 
"AI \ Ale S14 ‘ SERVICES FOR LAWYERS OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE 
, & 2 t \ & T. Es rwo YOUNG WIul A P P R A | S E R 
Z erve papers and REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY 
tI s wuts, ete., at reasonable ESTATES. INHERITANCE TAX 
X W ‘7 s 2 FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COUFT 
VKOW Rceiene . Corney] GAN ING EXPERT, EXAMINER — “— o INES _ 
e $119 7 s ts J H 1 Haring ** - 
< $2.92 \ ET: s : | New York 38, N. ¥. BA 200 oLveR ST. NEWARK 5 Nd 
- ATTHS Arket 3-1119 















LEGAL NOTICE 





COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION” 
BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE. 
& SIGLER = 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 





Prescott 9-0362 


CHEMICAL ANALYS! 


Sampling- 
For 


Telephone Dlamond 














OF ANY SOLID, LIQUID OR - 
Inspection- Expert Cour 
help with any cause 
chemistry or the other sciences Plaintir 
2-1766 or w’ j i 
DR. CLARENCE W. WINCHEWE.. re 
297 Euclid Ave., Hackensack, N./ £9 an 




















Statutes 
issuing 









is Ce e of Dissolt ution. 
NOW T HEREFORE, I the Secretary of 
0 e Sta of New Jersey, Do Hereby &, ” 
tion phe on the 2d- 
i a the ayer 
and. attest ed co sent 
olution of said cor Els. y/ 
ted the stockholders 
1 sald consent and the record Oe Ov 
p zs aforesaid are now on file 
said 








TITLE INSURANCE COMPA’ on 
OF NEW JERSEY j 





Held : - 





i offic e as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHFEREOF, = a rl 
eS eee TITLES INSURED “en 
ai) cue thoneesd mies Seamed al THROUGHOUT NEW JERSE} 
EDWARD J. PATTEN on the Certification 
wa te ee ae se of Authorized Attorneys 











with endorse- 
ment clause) 


O—Annual Report by a Domestic Corp 


Sent on Request — 


E SUPPLY CC. 


Phone MArket 4-5577 








Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 3lsat) 


AGENCIES IN: 


PaTeERsSON © NEW 


New York 1, N.Y. 
LO. 535-3088 


Phone: 

















A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 


Serving Neu 
CaMDEN * FreeHoLp @ Hackeysack @ Morristo# 
BRUNSWICK ° 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 





Je rsey * Organized 1429 





Rivei 


Toms 
s 
2-7878 







